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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-55 are pending. Claims 29-53 are withdrawn from consideration as 
being drawn to a non-elected invention. Tlierefore claims 1-28, 54, and 55 are 
presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . Tine text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-28, 54, and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Coss, Jr. et al. (USPN 6,871,112) (hereinafter Coss) in view of 
George (USPN 5,657,252) in view of Walker et al. (USPN 6,233,613) (hereinafter 
Walker). 

2. Referring to claim 1 , Coss discloses a method of making accessible context- 
sensitive data (i.e. trace data reports) reported by a tool to a tool host, the method 
including: 

providing a listening device (i.e. report generator 260) to monitor a wired 
communications channel between one or more tool hosts (i.e. controller 130) and one or 
more tools (i.e. fabrication tool 1 1 0) (Figure 2, col. 3, lines 40-55; col. 4, lines 6-28); 
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recording report and report trigger definitions sent by the tool hosts to the tools 
(i.e. specifying data for a trace data report including at least one a parameter, a trigger, 
and a frequency for the trace data report) (col. 4, lines 55-65); 

matching a first triggered report from the tools with the report and report trigger 
definitions to generate a report before processing a second triggered report (i.e. the 
report generator will only generate one report at a time) (i.e. formulate the trace data 
report in accordance with the request) (col. 5, lines 10-40); and 

outputting the report (i.e. returning the report typically to the operator at the 
operator interface) (col. 5, lines 30-40). 

Coss does not explicitly state the details regarding the report, and that the 
listening device is removable. In analogous art, George discloses another method of 
making accessible context-sensitive data reported by a tool to a tool host, which 
discloses generating a context-insensitive report from the context-sensitive data in a 
field tagged format (the Office takes the term "context-insensitive" to be broadly 
construed as "not pertaining to the entity from which it was sent", as such the report 
generator of George does not care what type of machine or tool sent the data, rather 
what the format codes are and what the values are, these codes are then outputted to 
the server generated script 46 and the output file, Attachments 8-11 , which is generated 
from the Event report SECS message, Attachments 6-7). Further note that the files 
examples presented by George in the attachments are considered by in a field tagged 
format since the fields inside the files are identifiable as being separated by special 
characters such as spaces, #,{,}/ and ". It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art to combine the teaching of George with Coss since Coss discloses the 
trace data report is generated and outputted to the operator, however does not go into 
detail as to how this report is generated (col. 5, lines 28-35). This would lead one of 
ordinary skill in the art to search the art for methodologies as to how to generate reports 
from fabrication tools, eventually finding George and its novel method of utilizing server 
scripts and output files which are then often stored on secondary storage for archiving 
(col. 7, lines 38-55). 

Coss in view of George does not specifically state that the listening device is 
removable. In analogous art, Walker discloses another listening device (i.e. monitoring 
probe) which is able to tap into an Ethernet communication link which does not 
introduce latency into the communication link nor interrupts the communication link for 
any reason (e.g. abstract). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine the teaching of Walker with Coss in view of George since Coss discloses 
that the report generator does not need to reside on the controller, rather that it resides 
somewhere in the manufacturing framework of which the controller and fabrication tool 
are a part (col. 4, lines 23-28). This would provide motivation to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the system of Coss to put the report generator in other places, 
eventually finding the system of Walker which allows a monitoring probe wherein "any of 
a number of well known physical layer receiver circuits can be used as a circuit within 
the present invention" (col. 6, lines 30-35), indicating to one of ordinary skill in the art 
that the system of Walker could handle the incorporation of the report generator circuit 
of Coss. 
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Referring to claims 2-5 Coss-George-Walker, taught the use of messages 
compliant with SECS protocol (George: fig. 3 and column 5 line 65 to column 6 line 

6), Coss-George-Wall<er does not specifically state using HL-7, DIACOM or CANS 
compliant protocols, however these are well known protocols in the field of 
manufacturing and communications. By this rationale, "Official Notice" is taken that 
both the concept and advantages of providing for using HL-7, DIACOM or CANS 
compliant protocols is well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teaching of Coss-George-Walker to utilize 
the above mentioned protocols in order to allow the report generator the ability to 
interpret communications from other tools which use these protocols, resulting in 
improved compatibility of the invention with proprietary equipment. 

Referring to claim 6, since Coss-George-Walker taught embodiments in 
compliance with SECS protocol (George: fig. 3 and from column 5 line 65 to column 
6 line 6), the combination inherently disclosed the reports triggered by periods of time 
(see SEMI document ID # E4-0699 R1 -7.2). 

3. Referring to claims 7-12, Coss-George-Walker discloses the invention 
substantively as described in claims 1 and 2. Coss-George-Walker do not specifically 
state the field tagged format is XML, HTML, CSV, however these are well known 
formats for displaying and storing data (i.e. HTML pages, XML configuration files, 
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standard database entries, etc.). By this rationale, "Official Notice" is taken that both the 
concept and advantages of providing for the output file in HTML, XML, or CSV formats 
is well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the teaching of Coss-George-Walker to include formatting the 
output file into HTML, XML or CSV formats in order to allow interpretation of the file by 
various display apparatuses such as web browsers, SQL servers, application programs, 
etc., resulting in increased usability of the data, thereby creating a more effective result 
of the data. 

4. Referring to claim 1 3, Walker discloses the removable listening device is coupled 
to the channel by a connector inserted in the wired communications channel (Figure 2, 
ref. 140). 

5. Referring to claim 14, Walker discloses the listening device is physically coupled 
to the wired communications channel (Figure 2, ref. 140). 

6. Referring to claim 1 5, Walker discloses the device is magnetically coupled to the 
channel (col. 3, lines 55-60). 



7. 



Claims 16-28, 54, and 55 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
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Response to Arguments 



8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-55 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See attached PTO-892 for details. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph E. Avellino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3905. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 
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